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NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS (ZBA DISK#3-053085.FD) 
X 

In the Matter of the Application of DECISION GRANTING 
AREA VARIANCES 

TRADE AUTO/ART GLYNN 

#91-5. 

x 

WHEREAS, ART GLYNN, d/b/a TRADE AUTO, located at 68 Walsh 
Road, New Windsor, N.Y. 12553, has made application before the 
Zoning Board of Appeals for an extension or remodeling of a 
structure used for a nonconforming use and, in addition, for the 
following area variances: 23,604 s.f. lot area, 50 ft. lot width 
and 18.4 ft. side yard for construction of a spray paint booth 
at the above location in a PI zone; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on the 24th day of June, 
1991 before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town Hall, New 
Windsor, New York; and 

WHEREAS, Art Glynn and Mr. Low, the owners of the 
above-mentioned commercial business, appeared with their 
surveyor, William Hildreth L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth, in 
support of the application; and 

WHEREAS, there were no spectators attending the public 
hearing; and 

WHEREAS, the application was unopposed; and 

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New 
Windsor makes the following findings in this matter: 

1. The notice of public hearing was duly sent to residents 
and businesses as prescribed by law and published in The 
Sentinel, also as required by law. 

2. The evidence shows that applicant is seeking permission 
to add a spray paint booth to his commercial body shop in a PI 
zone in order to paint automobiles and the applicant is seeking 
permission to vary the bulk regulations with regard to lot area, 
lot width and side yard with regard to the proposed addition. 

3. The evidence presented by the applicant indicated that 
the Zoning Board of Appeals on 6/19/67 granted a prior owner of 
this property a use variance to operate an auto body shop on the 
site. Thus the applicant's present use of the property as an 
auto body shop constitutes a nonconforming use, permitted by 
virtue of the previously granted use variance. 

4. The applicant seeks permission to extend or remodel the 



structure used for this nonconforming use pursuant to the 
provisions of Zoning Local Law Section 48-24(B)(3), and also 
seeks three area variances, in connection with a proposal to 
install a commercially built spray booth which will be located 
inside an addition to applicant's building in the PI zone." 

5. The evidence presented by the applicant further 
indicated that the proposed spray booth would improve upon the 
present operation at the site by discharging filtered air, which 
will decrease industrial emissions, and benefit the public and 
applicant's employees' health. 

6. The evidence presented by the applicant also indicated 
that, although spray booths of this nature are not presently 
required by the DEC, proposed environmental regulations may some 
day make such spray booths mandatory. 

7. The applicant has filed the required short 
environmental assessment form in connection with his 
application. 

8. The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor 
has declared itself an involved agency in regard to the review 
of the applicant's request to extend or remodel a structure used 
for a nonconforming use, on the assumption that the Planning 
Board of the Town of New Windsor ultimately will declare itself 
lead agency in regard to the proposed construction by the 
applicant. 

9. The Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor 
has reviewed the short environmental assessment form prepared by 
the applicant and has heard no one speak in opposition to the 
proposal at the granting of this request to extend or remodel a 
structure used for a nonconforming use, and will not result in 
any significant adverse environmental impact, and consequently 
has made a negative declaration under SEQRA for the request to 
extend or remodel a structure used for a nonconforming use. 

10. Based upon the evidence presented, and the Board's 
familiarity with the applicant's property and the surrounding 
are, it is the finding of this Board that the applicant's 
proposal to extend or remodel a structure used for a 
nonconforming use is a request for an extension not exceeding 
30% of its ground floor area existing at the time of the 
construction or use of the structure, pursuant to the previously 
granted use variance, and it is the further finding of this 
Board that: 

(a) Practical difficulties prevail in operating the 
premises or structures in the presently existing 
nonconforming manner and that the proposed extension or 
remodeling would constitute reasonable adjustment of the 
existing nonconforming use, since the applicant stated that 
he would have to relocate his business to another site if the 



proposed extension or remodeling was not permitted. 

(b) The proposed extension will not have a deleterious 
effect on the neighborhood of the existing nonconforming use 
since it will reduce industrial emissions and have little or 
no deleterious effect on traffic safety, nuisance 
characteristics, manner of operation, total ground area 
covered by the structure, and the appearance and condition of 
the premises. 

(c) The proposed extension or remodeling will not be more 
incompatible with or adversely alter the model and character 
of the neighborhood and neighborhood structures, nor 
prejudice the value of adjoining properties, since the same 
will not be readily visible from adjoining properties. 

(d) Adequate or on-site parking and loading space will be 
provided for all potential users, since not all available 
parking is being used at the present time. 

(e) The proposed extension or remodeling will not unduly 
restrict fire and police protection of the premises and of 
surrounding properties, in the light of the approval of the 
proposal by Robert F. Rodgers, CCA, Fire Inspector. 

11. It is the further finding of this Board that the 
applicant has made a sufficient showing of practical difficulty 
and entitle him to the grantiny of the requested area variances. 

12. The applicant has shown significant economic injury 
from the application of the bulk requirements to the subject 
property since the applicant would be required to relocate the 
business to another site in order to install the spray booth if 
the requested variances were denied. Since the installation of 
the spray booth benefits the environment, and may be required in 
the future, it would be uneconomic to continue operation at the 
site without such a spray booth only to relocate to a new site 
in the future then the requirement is imposed. 

13. The applicant has also shown that the spray booth 
cannot be located on the lot without some bulk variances, and 
that larger variances would be required if the booth were 
located in any alternate locations. 

14. The requested variances are not substantial in 
relation to the required bulk regulations since the property 
previously has been granted a use variance for operation of an 
auto body shop and the requested extensions or remodeling of the 
present structure constitutes a reasonable adjustment of the 
applicants right to continue to make use of the property for 
the existing nonconforming use. 

15. The requested variances will not result in substantial 
detriment to adjoining properties or change the character of the 
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neighborhood. 

16, The requested variances will produce no effect on the 
population density or governmental facilities. 

17. There is no other feasible method available to 
applicant which can produce the necessary results other than the 
variance procedure. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT 

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of 
New Windsor approves the extension or remodeling of the 
applicant's structure used for a nonconforming use, and in 
addition GRANTS (1) 23,604 s.f. lot area; (2) 50 ft. lot width 
and (3) 18.4 ft. side yard variances sought by applicant in 
accordance with plans filed with the Building Inspector and 
presented at the public hearing. 

BE IT FURTHER, 

RESOLVED, that the Secretary of the Zoning Board of Appeals 
of the Town of New Windsor transmit a copy of this decision to 
the Town Clerk, Town Planning Board and applicant. 

Dated: July 22, 1991. 



TRADE AUTO: 

William Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth came 
before the Board representing this proposal. 

BY MR. FENWICK: This is a request for area 
variances. Number one, 23,604 square feet lot area. 
Number two, 50 foot lot width and number three, 18.4 
foot side yard to expand spray paint shop on Walsh 
Road in PI zone. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Also the applicant, Mr. Glynn, and 
Mr. Low are here also. The first items are the 
requested items from the previous meeting, title 
policy and deed. I have three pictures. They are 
numbered one, two and three. And if you can see the 
numbers there, I don't know how well they came out. 
This is number one here, standing across the street. 
Number three here and number two looking at the back 
where the addition is going to go. I'm not a 
professional photographer, please forgive the 
noncentered aspects of the pictures. 

BY MS. BARNHART: I sent out on June 13, 1991, I sent 
38 addressed envelopes out and that was how many was 
on the list. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: I had one return came back 
yesterday undelivered. There's always one. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Mr. Hildreth, your title policy refers 
to a couple of easements. I assume although it 
doesn't state, they're utility easements? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: They were not part of that. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Is there anything to your knowledge if 
this Board votes to grant you the variance, that 
would prevent you based on the record title from 
constructing a building that you propose here? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: None to my knowledge. As you said 
one of them may have been utilities. This is a 
service wire coming from a pole across the street. 
It only services these buildings. It's not like it 
serves another one, but maybe there was something on 
that and that's it. There's nothing else, no 
easements on the property. 



BY MR. HILDRETH: This application before the Board 
is for a group of area variances, it's for the 
construction of a spray paint booth which would be an 
addition to an existing garage. This is a currently 
an existing nonconforming use. Which was granted a 
variance in 1967, with no bulk restrictions or no 
bulk tables assigned to it. Which is why the 
Planning Board referred it here. The square footage, 
760 square feet, is less than 30 percent expansion, 
which would be allowed if it were conforming use, so 
it falls under the 30 percent there. So what we're 
asking for is variances for lot area, since the lot 
was nonconforming in area to begin with and we're 
increasing the building coverage. Side yards, total 
side yard is decreasing because of the construction, 
so we're asking for the variance there. The nearest 
building corner, the variance we need, we're not 
increasing or we're not making it any worse, but 
since it's there and it's nonconforming, that's part 
of the variance. What was the third one, on lot 
width. The lot width is only 100 feet. We require 
50 feet so we need a 50 foot variance there. Those 
are it, bulk items only. The practical difficulty 
that they currently spray inside the existing 
building and this new unit that they are using is a 
self contained, would that be the best way to explain 
it? 

BY MR. ART GLYNN: My name is Art Glynn, I'm one of 
the owners of the building there. What we are asking 
to do is to put a structure up to contain a 
commercially built spray booth, which Bill has a 
picture of there. They can pass that around. This 
unit that we are going to put inside the addition has 
its own heat and air makeup exchanger unit with it so 
we just want to house it, to keep the weather off it 
is all. It's not a unit that can stand outside and 
withstand the weather. 

BY MR. FENWICK: Has been reviewed by the fire 
department. Do you know? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: I don't know if it's been initialed 
as it were. The Planning Board has seen it. I 
believe that they refer copies. I don't know what 
the end result is. Bearing that the Planning Board, 
you know, happy with it when they sent it here but 
they knew that it had to go through the various 
procedures. 
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TRADE AUTO: 

William Hildreth, L.S. of Grevas and Hildreth came 
before the Board representing this proposal. 

BY MR. FENWICK: This is a request for area 
variances. Number one, 23,604 square feet lot area. 
Number two, 50 foot lot width and number three, 18.4 
foot side yard to expand spray paint shop on Walsh 
Road in PI zone. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Also the applicant, Mr. Glynn, and 
Mr. Low are here also. The first items are the 
requested items from the previous meeting, title 
policy and deed. I have three pictures. They are 
numbered one, two and three. And if you can see the 
numbers there, I don't know how well they came out. 
This is number one here, standing across the street. 
Number three here and number two looking at the back 
where the addition is going to go. I'm not a 
professional photographer, please forgive the 
noncentered aspects of the pictures. 

BY MS. BARNHART: I sent out on June 13, 1991, I sent 
38 addressed envelopes out and that was how many was 
on the list. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: I had one return came back 
yesterday undelivered. There's always one. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Mr. Hildreth, your title policy refers 
to a couple of easements. I assume although it 
doesn't state, they're utility easements? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: They were not part of that. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Is there anything to your knowledge if 
this Board votes to grant you the variance, that 
would prevent you based on the record title from 
constructing a building that you propose here? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: None to my knowledge. As you said 
one of them may have been utilities. This is a 
service wire coming from a pole across the street. 
It only services these buildings. It's not like it 
serves another one, but maybe there was something on 
that and that's it. There's nothing else, no 
easements on the property. 
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BY MR. TORLEY: And we have a signed plan someplace 
from the Planning Board? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: This has to go back for their 
approval. We are here for the variance in order to 
get the Planning Board approval. 

BY MR. TORLEY: We just want to make sure that we're 
looking at the same map. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's what the Planning Board is 
looking at, yes, this is the one that was referred by 
the Planning Board back in March or April. 

BY MR. FENWICK: Do we know if we got an initialed or 
signed copy? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: You get them, I don't get them. I 
have in my file the sheet that Mike filled out, this 
one, but as far as an initialed plan — 

BY Mr. TORLEY: The reason we do this is to make sure 

BY MR. FENWICK: We do have a signed copy. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Just a referral by Carl or Mark. I 
noticed the file doesn't have a signed application. 
Maybe we can have you or the owners sign one of them. 
And also page two of the short form EAF, either 
doesn't exist or wasn't copied. We could use that 
also. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: You have got my file copy, wait 
just a second. The day I sat in your office, I had 
copies and I bet a kept the one that I wanted to give 
to you. I don't believe that. I don't see another 
one here. All right, we can have them sign it 
tonight. He's got to sign, that's it. You guys can 
fill out the dates and everything else. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Here's a short form EAF, he can 
complete the back of that also. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: There's nothing we have to do on 
the back, so what we'll do is have him sign this and 
substitute. I apologize for the delay in that 
regard. Shall I recap for the record? 

BY MR. FENWICK: Yes. 



BY MR. HILDRETH: This application before the Board 
is for a group of area variances, it's for the 
construction of a spray paint booth which would be an 
addition to an existing garage. This is a currently 
an existing nonconforming use. Which was granted a 
variance in 1967, with no bulk restrictions or no 
bulk tables assigned to it. Which is why the 
Planning Board referred it here. The square footage, 
760 square feet, is less than 30 percent expansion, 
which would be allowed if it were conforming use, so 
it falls under the 30 percent there. So what we're 
asking for is variances for lot area, since the lot 
was nonconforming in area to begin with and we're 
increasing the building coverage. Side yards, total 
side yard is decreasing because of the construction, 
so we're asking for the variance there. The nearest 
building corner, the variance we need, we're not 
increasing or we're not making it any worse, but 
since it's there and it's nonconforming, that's part 
of the variance. What was the third one, on lot 
width. The lot width is only 100 feet. We require 
50 feet so we need a 50 foot variance there. Those 
are it, bulk items only. The practical difficulty 
that they currently spray inside the existing 
building and this new unit that they are using is a 
self contained, would that be the best way to explain 
it? 

BY MR. ART GLYNN: My name is Art Glynn, I'm one of 
the owners of the building there. What we are asking 
to do is to put a structure up to contain a 
commercially built spray booth, which Bill has a 
picture of there. They can pass that around. This 
unit that we are going to put inside the addition has 
its own heat and air makeup exchanger unit with it so 
we just want to house it, to keep the weather off it 
is all. It's not a unit that can stand outside and 
withstand the weather. 

BY MR. FENWICK: Has been reviewed by the fire 
department. Do you know? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: I don't know if it's been initialed 
as it were. The Planning Board has seen it. I 
believe that they refer copies. I don't know what 
the end result is. Bearing that the Planning Board, 
you know, happy with it when they sent it here but 
they knew that it had to go through the various 
procedures. 



BY MR. GLYNN: We are currently spraying in an 
approved spray booth, which was built when the 
building was built which comes down to a block outlet 
on our building with no heat that we just draw the 
heat from the building to heat up the booth to paint 
the cars. The unit that we're purchasing is a U.L. 
approved and does contain a sprinkler system in it, 
so it's — 

BY MR. FENWICK: The only concern I had was how much 
closer to the side yard, usually something that the 
fire marshall usually addresses access to the rear of 
the building and makes sure that they can get out. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Even though we are coming closer to 
the side yard, the distance that remains exceeds the 
minimum side yard of 15 feet for one side for this 
particular bulk table away, that was assigned to this 
nonconforming use. 

BY MR. TORLEY: 18 feet, there's plenty to get a 
truck back there? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Yes, they have applied the 15 4 0 
side yard and we are leaving over, a little over 18. 

BY MR. FENWICK: This is filtered fumes or filtered 
to the outside? 

BY MR. GLYNN: Air filter coming in and air filter 
coming out. 

BY MR. FENWICK: One of the concerns that happened 
over there before was let's say across the street 
down the way and they were painting and the fumes 
were driving the people crazy and — 

BY MR. GLYNN: In an effort we're pretty much in 
touch with the regulations, we're in the auto body 
association with what's coming down in probably 
another year with the DEC, it's going to be a 
mandated requirement of all body shops to maintain 
and have an operating spray booth for air being 
discharged, that it's filtered. In an effort to get 
a jump on things, we had an opportunity last August 
to purchase a one year old spray booth because they 
are about $50,000. We got a good buy. We went ahead 
and purchased it and now of course would like to get 
it up and operating. 



BY MR. TORLEY: This actually will decrease any 
industrial emission from the site? 

BY MR. GLYNN: Absolutely. 

BY MR. FINNEGAN: No smell, where's the excess gases 
off the paint? Where's that being filtered to? 

BY MR. GLYNN: It's filtered, it's a fiberglass type 
filter system that it's a mesh that, so that actual 
solid particles cling to that. There's going to be 
some residual vapor, which is impossible at that 
point unless you go to California emissions. 
California emissions require after burners which is 
something down the pike, may be required which is 
something that can be added to the booth which burns 
remaining emission. 

BY MR. TORLEY: Having the spray booth in place will 
be a benefit for the public health? 

BY MR. GLYNN: Absolutely, and it will benefit my 
painters. 

BY MR. FINNEGAN: Is it similar to Econo? 

BY MR. GLYNN: Exactly, Michael Biggs has one, Econo 
has one. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Other than outlining those 
variances and stating that the practical difficulty 
is there, there's no other place to put this except 
here that would — any other — let me back up and 
say it this way. Any other position would demand 
greater variance because of the existing conditions 
of the lot. A variance is required and that's the 
least impact. 

BY MR. FENWICK: Photo number two, that's the back 
looking at, that's where that car is tipped up in the 
front? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Right. What I wish I had done was 
face the camera a little farther to the right and 
caught it back here because what he•s got is a 
through and through door where he can prep the doors 
and come right out and zip them right into here. 
That's another thing that adds to the position here. 
It's good for circulation in terms of taking the cars 
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from preparation and putting them right in the paint 
booth. 

BY MR. FENWICK: That was the only question I had. 
They are going to go take a look at that at the 
Planning Board, I'm sure, anyway. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's why 1 would like it back. 

BY MR. FENWICK: Before we proceed any further we 
have been notified by the Orange County Department of 
Planning and Development through careful scrutiny and 
really intensive search into the site they said 
there's no significant community or countywide 
concerns to bring to your attention and it's listed 
for local determination. And it's signed by 
somebody's name I can't read. I had a tough time 
reading that with a straight face. Anything else? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's all I have. 

BY MR. FENWICK: I'll, for the record, there's no one 
here in the public in reference to this case. At 
this time, I'll close the public hearing. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Just couple other questions I'd like 
to ask Bill, if I can. Could you just quickly explain 
to the Board the significant economic injury the 
applicant would suffer from stringent application of 
the ordinance to this lot? How he would be affected 
economically. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: He•d have to relocate his business. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Okay, there's no physical way to put 
this paint booth on the lot without a variance, is 
that correct? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: That's correct. 

BY MR. LUCIA: And could he not operate this business 
without a paint booth to meet environmental 
standards, is that correct? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: The environmental standards at this 
point as I understand it aren't an issue, but he's 
got a better feel and apparently they may become 
shortly some would have had to do it eventually and 
it's either a choice of asking for the variance or 
moving the business. 
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BY MR. LUCIA: In addition to the area variances, I 
take it this is an application under 4824B3 for an 
extension or remodeling of a nonconforming use, not 
to exceed 30 percent of the ground floor area 
existing at the time of the previously granted or 
previously granted variance. We have already touched 
on practical difficulties. Is it the applicant's 
position if the variance is granted, that constitutes 
a reasonable adjustment of the existing nonconforming 
use based on the significant economic injury? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Absolutely. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Will this have deleterious effect on 
the neighborhood of the existing nonconforming use? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: As a matter of fact, as we just 
stated, it will be a positive effect due to the 
improvement of the — 

BY MR. LUCIA: Be less of a nuisance? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: I was going to say yes, I was going 
to use the word — 

BY MR. TORLEY: Reduces industrial emissions. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: I was going to say effluent, but 
we're not talking about sewage. 

BY MR. LUCIA: This will not be any more incompatible 
with the neighborhood than the use is presently? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: It will not, because it's behind 
the building. I don't think, as you drive by, you're 
going to know it's there, and there's nothing else 
around here off site that can see that building. 

BY MR. LUCIA: You do not anticipate it would 
prejudice the value of adjoining properties? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: No, I do not. 

BY MR. LUCIA: Does this affect the adeguacy of on 
site parking and loading space for all users of the 
property? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: He utilizes the entire space, as it 
is for parking. There's no parking requirements that 



62 

I'm aware of. The Planning Board, you know, didn't 
specify and I don't think there is. Obviously, he's 
willing to give up 760 square feet, as you can see by 
the pictures. There's only one car there anyway at 
the time. 

BY MR. LUCIA: He's not using that for parking or 
loading? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: No. 

BY MR. LUCIA: And does this proposed extension or 
remodeling unduly restrict fire and police protection 
of the premises and the surrounding properties? 

BY MR. HILDRETH: Not to my knowledge. 

BY MR. LUCIA: This becomes like a site plan approval 
because of the way the ordinance is worded. That's 
the reason we touched on some issues we don't usually 
touch on, thank you, Mr. Hildreth. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: You're welcome. 

BY MR. FENWICK: Also, these questions make it easier 
one way or the other because there's another way 
which is, you know, not getting the variance, but we 
have to write it, it has to be written in a normal 
decision like this here which becomes law for your 
piece of property. 

BY MR. HILDRETH: I realize that the question and 
answers are all going to be part of the decision. 

BY MR. FENWICK: So if there's no more comments from 
the members of the Board, any more comments from the 
audience cr the owners of the property? At this 
time, I'll close the public hearing and I will ask 
for a motion to grant the variance. 

BY MR. TANNER: I'll make a motion we grant the 
variance on this piece of property as shown on the 
drawing. 

BY MR. FINNEGAN: I'll second it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Torley: Aye. 
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Finnegan: Aye, 

Tanner: Aye, 

Fenwick: Aye, 



2-25 

PRELIMINARY MEETING: TRADE AUTO 

MR. KONKOL: This is referred by the Planning Board. 
Request for expansion of pre-existing nonconforming 
use on Walsh Road to expand to spray paint shop in 
PI zone. 

Mr. William Hildreth, P.E. of Grevas & Hildreth crme 
before the Board representing this proposal. 

MR. KONKOL: For the record, would you state your 
name and what your position is in this matter? 

MR. HILDRETH: My name is William Hildreth and I am 
the Vice President in the firm of Grevas f* Hildreth 
and I represent Mr. Glynn who is the owner of Trade 
Auto. 

MR. KONKOL: Tell the Board what your intentions here 
are tonight. 

MR. HILDRETH: If I may pass around a couole plans 
here first if that's useful. The bodv shoo is riaht 
next to Mid-Hudson Oxygen. This property was qranted 
a use variance in 1967. I have a coov of it here that 
I'll submit. In granting that variance, the Zonino 
Board of Appeals at the time did not impose anv bulk 
regulations. They just granted the use of the oropertv 
that use at the time. It's.still the same use. What 
this is is just an expansion because he wants to out 
a spray booth on. However, the Planning Board had to 
refer to the Zoning Board of Appeals for bulk variance. 
Well, thev didn't know what bulks to applv because 
it's in a residential zone and it's a commercial use. 
So, that's whv I'm here to discuss that and set it uo 
for a public hearing if the Board so desires. 

MR. KONKOL: Explain Andv's letter please Dan. 

MR. LUCIA: A.ndy wrote a fairly lengthy letter and 
aside from the change in the law which he recommends, 
the situation the applicant finds himself in is that 
he's presenting an application that has the tvpical 
existing dimensions on it and what he's proposing but 
he's not sure what to do for the requirements and 
Andy proposes and I agree with him that he has to 
show whatever is mandated by the zone at Present. 
Normally, the Zoning Board of Appeals in orsntino a 
variance would not set specific bulk tables. You 
would just grant a variance for the use which is what 
they have done. I understand this is under 30%, so 



he's going— 

MR. HILDRETH: That's correct. 

MR. LUCIA: This application is not really a use 
variance, it's under Section 48-24B3 of the code 
which is the provision regarding extension of non
conforming use, not exceeding 30% and the Zoning 
Board of Appeals can grant that upon a finding of 
practical difficulty so it's treated even though it 
has to do with use, it's treated really as an area 
variance. But, I think probably we should have the 
map amended at least to show what the, it's presently 
zoned for since those still are the bulk requirements 
for the zone and grant the variance up to 30% based 
on the section. 

MR. HILDRETH: Problem is I see it in that zone there 
are like 11 or 14 different uses. 

MR. LUCIA: None of which are close. 

MR. HILDRETH: Not only that, some of them have different 
bulks. 

MR. LUCIA: Mike, do you have a feelina for what's the 
closest use to this just have him indicate something 
for required on his map? 

MR. BABCOCK: No. Like Bill says, it's a wide variety 
there. 

MR. HILDRETH: Pick one, you know, that's all I crot 
to do is just have something to applv against. 

MR. BABCOCK: Depending on which one you pick, it's 
going to change the amount of percentace of variance 
that you need. 

MR. TORLEY: This is an P-^? 

MR. NUGENT: No, PI. 

MR. PETRO: I s the spray booth already in the bu i ld ing? 

MR. HILDRETH: No, no t—wel l , I wish he was h e r e , I 
th ink he does sprav work but he wants to confine i t . 
I t ' s a package deal t h a t he needs t h a t square footage 
to enclose i t i n . I t ' s got an a i r f i l t r a t i o n svstem, 
i t ' s s t a t e of the a r t . I wish he was h e r e . I c a n ' t 
speak to the spray booth. 
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MR. TORLEY: Which bulk table are we giving the side 
yard variance from? 

MR. BABCOCK: Possibly we can look at the plan and 
this is definitely for the Board's review but the 
side yards right now is 33 foot 6 inches. In my 
opinion, since it was granted a variance and it's 
been there since 1967, that would be a legal standard. 
So, possibly he's looking for the difference between 
that and what he's encroaching. You know you have a 
nonconforming use of 33 foot 6 inches. You can maintain 
the 33 foot 6 inches but you can't get closer so 
there's a possibility that he needs relief between the 
difference of 33'6"and 18'1" and then also if he gives 
us the dimensions of the back yard setback of the 
existinq building, the difference between that and 
the 48* 3" — 

MR. LUCIA: That's entirely logical, the circle we 
go around in all the time is that this Board's feeling 
has always been that it remains in the none that it*9 
in regardless of the useane so while I aonreciate 
your position and I understand why we can use that as 
a standard, I think in other applications, this Board 
has, they seem to like to stick with whatever the 
requirements of the or the bulk tables are within the 
zone. I'll leave it up to the Board. 

MR. NUGENT: There's nothina that's close. Is that 
what we are having a problem with? There's nothincr 
that's close to a body shop. 

MR. LUCIA: Not in a PI, reallv. 

MR. HILDRETH: That's whv they need the use variance. 

MR. BABCOCK: lie's going to need an area variance and 
if you use any one of the requirements in the PI zone, 
I think I would be easv so that he's aoinc to need a 
variance frop every standard that is set in there. 

MR. HILDRETH: Square footaae, lot width, the whole, 
shabang. 

MR. BABCOCK: Lot width, front yard, rear.yard. 

-':R. LUCIA: The smallest lot area would be 40,000 
square feet and runs on up to 25 acres so he's not 
going to be close under anvthina. 

MR. KONKOL: He's going to have to come back at 
another preliminary with the specifics. 

-D-



MR. NUGENT: Exactly what he's asking for. 

MR. HILDRETH: I was hoping t o — 

MR. KONKOL: We are not going to pass this around 
tonight and try to say what you need. You're going 
to have to get with the Building Inspector and find 
out what you need and come back. 

MR. NUGENT: We' should give him some direction as 
to what part of the bulk table to go. 

MR. KONKOL: PI. 

MR. NUGENT: Eleven (11) t h i n g s . 

MR. TORLEY: They r ange from 15 s i d e v a r d t o 100 , 200 
s i d e y a r d depend ing on which l i n e . 

MR. KONKOL: Can you h e l p us i n t h a t s i t u a t i o n ? 

MR. LUCIA: I t ' s j u s t go ing t o be a m a t t e r of a cruess 
as t o t h e u s e . C e r t a i n l y , t h e r e a r e b u s i n e s s e s which 
combined w i th o f f i c e s p a c e I presume h e ' s go t an 
o f f i c e i n t h e r e b e s i d e s t h e b u s i n e s s now, r e a l l v i t ' s 
a sho tgun t v p e t h i n g . 

MR. TORLEY: Try 1 5 . S i n c e t h i s i s b a s i c a l l v a p a i n t 
s h o p , maybe c l o s e , t h e c l o s e s t one . 

MR. BABCOCK: Do we have t o c o n s i d e r t h i s a nonconforming 
use i n l i g h t t h a t i t w a s n ' t t h e r e b e f o r e zon ing? 

MR. LUCIA: I t ' s nonconfor i r ino t o t h e p r e s e n t z o n i n c , 
r e g a r d l e s s of how i t g o t t o be t h a t way. In t h i s c a s e , 
i t ' s a l e g a l use b e c a u s e of a p r e v i o u s l y crranted 
v a r i a n c e b u t i t ' s s t i l l d o e s n ' t conform t o what t h a t 
zone now r e q u i r e s f o r uses so we r e a l l v a r e bound t o 
t h e p o s i t i o n Andy t a k e s and I a a r e e wi th h im. 

MR. HILDRETH: Comes down t o r e q u e s t i n g bu lk v a r i a n c e s . 

MR. BABCOCK: The way I r e ad i t i s t h a t i t has t o 
e x i s t on t h e e f f e c t i v e l o c a l d a t e of t h e l o c a l code 
which i s ' 6 6 . Th i s d i d n ' t e x i s t u n t i l ' 67 s o i t ' s a 
y e a r l a t e r t h a n what t h e code r e a l l y says b u t i t ' s 
nonconforming , d o e s n ' t b e l o n g t h e r e . 

MR. LUCIA: R igh t b u t i t i s nonconforming bv v i r t u e of 
a v a r i a n c e r a t h e r t h a n p r e - e x i s t i n g c o d e . 

MR. BABCOCK: Okav. 
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MR. LUCIA: F i f t e e n (15) i s as good a c h o i c e as any. 

MR. HILDRETH: Okay, t h a t ' s r e a l l y what I came for 
t o n i g h t . I'm prepared t o br ing a plan back with t h a t 
bulk t a b l e on i t showing the amounts o f var iance I need . 
Would t h a t s t i l l require another pre l iminary? 

MR. KONKOL: Yes because y o u ' r e going t o have t o come 
back wi th f igures because i t ' s been the e x p e r i e n c e of 
t h i s Board not t o have i t hashed out the n i g h t of the 
p u b l i c h e a r i n g . 

MR. LUCIA: You might a l s o check a g a i n s t t h e 30% now 
t h a t you have s p e c i f i c s t a n d a r d s i f t h a t bu lk bumps 
you o v e r , y o u ' r e a sk ing f o r a u s e v a r i a n c e i n s t e a d . 

MR. HILDRETH: I t ' s l e s s t h a n 30% of t h e c u r r e n t 
b u i l d i n g s i z e t h a t ' s why I t h o u g h t i t was l e s s t h a n 
30% e x p a n s i o n so t h a t would be t r u e no m a t t e r wha t . 

MR. LUCIA: You ' r e r i g h t , okay . 

MR. TORLEY: What about d e v e l o p m e n t a l cove raoe? Do 
you have a problem wi th t h a t ? 

MR. HILDRETH: Depending on what t h e l i n e s a r e on 
t h a t . 

MR. TORLEY: I t ' s a paved l o t , looks l i k e i t ' s 10n%. 

MR. HILDRETH: I can crunch t h o s e numbers l a t e r . I 
d i d n ' t mean t o t a k e up v o u r t i m e . 

MR. TORLEY: I j u s t t h o u c h t someth ing e l s e vou might 
want t o b e a r i n mind. 

MR. BABCOCK: I t ' s very s i m p l e . W e ' l l j u s t p u t what 
h e ' s r e q u i r e d , what he h a s and what v a r i a n c e he needs 
and w e ' l l use 15. 

MR. HILDRETH: Okav, l i n e 15 . Mike, I ' l l n e t t o o e t h e r 
wi th you j u s t t o make s u r e I have done t h e r i a h t 
numbers . 

MR. BABCOCK: And I ' l l send a new s e t of t h i s t o P a t 
and I d o n ' t s e e whv you c a n ' t be on t h e n e x t acrenda. 

MR. TANNER: I move we t a b l e t h i s . 

MR. FINNEGAN: I ' l l second i t . 
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T ROLL CALL: 

Mr. Torley 
Mr. Pinnegan 
Mr. Petro 
Mr. Konkol 
Mr. Tanner 
Mr. Nugent 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
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ZONING BOARD OF ALS 
February 25, 1991 

AGENDA: 

7:30 p.m. - ROLL CALL 

Motion to accept minutes of 1/14/91 and 1/28/91 as written. 

$£ pr *©*>ePRELIMINARY MEETING: 
* ~ » * ^ _ : r : - . . - ; - - , - - • • - • : -

V^£tw^_l. TRADE AUTO - Referred by Planning Board. Request for 
' expansion of pre-existing non-conforming use on Walsh Road to 

expand to spray paint shop in PI zone. Present: William 
zr / v / ^ c H * * d r e t n ' p ' E» a n < i A r t Glynn. 
"* \ 
feuc\teAg'^ AUGUST ASSOCS. - Request for 184.50 s.f sign variance to be 

located at intersection of Temple Hill Rd./ Union Avenue (Rent 
All Center) in a PI zone. Present: Mr. Eugene Lois. 

£ PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

3. LUGO, PEDRO - Request for use and (1) 29,208 s.f. lot area, 
(2) 80 ft. lot width, (3) 18 ft. side yard and (4) 18.6 ft. 
building height variances to construct single family residential 
dwelling in PI zone. 

Pf£0ijgD 4. MANS, LOURENS - Request for area variance to construct garage 
in front portion of property - Sec. 48-14(4) Supplemental Yard 
Regs, for property located on Shore Drive in R-4 zone. 

t'Cou&Q 5. EVANS, JOHN S. - Request for use variance co construct a 
commercial building in an R-4 zone and (1) 5,000 s.f. lot area, 
(2) 8 ft. sideyard, (3) 35 ft. rear yard, (4) 1,000 s.f. minimum 
livable area and (5) 65% developmental coverage. Present: 
William Hildreth, P.E. 

FORMAL DECISION: (1) BABCOCK 

PAT - 565-8550 (O) 
562-7107 (H) 



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 
REGULAR SESSION 

MARCH 11, 1991 

REVISED AGENDA: 

Motion to adopt minutes of 2/25/91 meeting if available. 

PRELIMINARY MEETING: 

fT vf fo^9 RAMOS, DAVID - Request for 8 ft. sideyard variance to 
:*APA& c o n s t r u c t a garage addition to residential dwelling located at 85 
sfi£i"jr Keats Drive in an R-4 zone. 
37up foAl* TRADE AUTO - Second Preliminary - Referred by Planning Board. 
b\\c Request for expansion of pre-existing non-conforming use on Walsh 

^A£t*# Road to expand to spray paint shop in PI zone. William Hildreth, 
L. S. and Art Glynn. 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

= ftO ftfce^SY / LUGO, PEDRO - Request for use and (1) 29,208 s.f. lot area, 
~£ 5ec4(2A 80 ft. lot width, (3) 18 ft. side yard and (4) 18.6 ft. 
Pp£oi>E£> building height variances to construct single family residential 

J* Celling in PI zone. 

FORMAL DECISIONS (1) 
(2) 

BABCOCK 
MANS PvPPfcOOfcD 

(4) PAIGE - TELEPHONE VOTE TAKEN PREVIOUSLY -fipptooeO 

Note: Concerning Tri-Fam application for mining permit, kindly 
return all paperwork distributed to you before the last meeting 
through Dan Bloom's:office. Thank you. 

PAT 565-8550 (O) 
562-7107 (H) 



1 OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
ORANGE COUNTY, NY 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER; ^Q - 47 

APPLICANT: ftf?V &\\Jf\r\ 

DATE:as lankly?/ 
Revised 3\shl 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED ZL OcJT J 990 

FOR (SUBDIVISION - SITE PLAN) 

LOCATED AT Unf^RafA Side. U f l l ^ R<4 

ZONE P X 

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: 9 BLOCK: / LOT: LP 

ficc ftf)ached IcHer - IVP^D F̂ ppr> ?.&. fVHorney 

IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS: 

PLANNING BOAfcD AIRMAN 
'•j**/.*!-**' 

***********************; 



PROPOSED OR VARIANCE 

REQUIREMENTS AVAILABLE REQUEST 

ZONE P X USE A 15 

MEN. LOT AREA 4QJ OOP Ut> WL £ 3 ; k 0 4 

MIN. LOT WIDTH \f> O I Of) SO 

REQ'D FRONT YD £() 51 . ?>L 

REQ'D SIDE YD. | ^ 3 - 5 

REQ'D FRONTAGE 

MAX. BLDG. HT. 

±L1R. 

FLOOR AREA RATIO .^0 . 3i*\-

MIN. LIVABLE AREA 

DEV. COVERAGE 

O/S PARKING SPACES 

MIA 
MI± 

REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD. 4-0 Z\ .L MA 

REQ'D REAR YD. Z0 4 ? . .3 " 

APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT: 
(914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD 
OF APPEALS. 

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE 



ANDREW S. KRIEGER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

219 QUASSAICK AVENUE 

SOUIRE SHOPPING CENTER. SUITE 3 

N E W WINDSOR. N E W YORK 12553 

(9V4) 562-2333 

December 5, 1990 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Hon. Carl Scheifer and Planning Board Members 

FROM: Andrew S. Krieger, Esq. 
Planning Board Attorney 

SUBJECT: Trade Auto and Mid Hudson Air Products Site Plans 

At the November 28, 1990 meeting of the Planning Board, the 
Planning Board asked me to research and render an opinion 
with respect to the above referenced site plans. 

Pursuant to that request,I have addressed 3 questions. 

1. Where a previous use variance has been granted 
and no new Bulk Tables were specified by the ZBA 
at the time the variance was granted and the 
applicant now seeks site plan approval to expand 
that varied use, what Bulk Tables should be 
shown on the site plan? 

2. Under those circumstances, does an applicant 
need a further variance from the ZBA for the 
expansion? 

3. What Bulk Tables are to be used and is a variance 
required where the existing use is a pre-existing 
non-conforming use? 

With respect to both applications, it appears that the site 
plan map should contain Bulk Tables showing the requirements 
for that zone as it exists then showing the existing con
ditions with a note indicating that these conditions exist 
pursuant to either a variance with its date of approval or 
to a pre-existing non-confirming use. Lastly, the Bulk 
Tables should show the proposed conditions. All three items 
should be shown on the Bulk Tables with the appropriate note 



With respect to the necessity for ZBA approval, it appears 
that in both cases the sites and buildings in question are 
covered under sections 48-24 and 48-25 of the New Windsor 
Code. A review of those sections shows that no distinction 
has been made between buildings or uses that are non-conforming 
by reason of a variance and buildings and uses that are non
conforming by reason of pre-existing status. In both cases 
the buildings and uses are in fact non-conforming. The 
reasons why such non-conforming uses or buildings are per
mitted are immaterial. For that matter, it is immaterial 
whether they are permitted or not. What is material is simply 
the fact that for whatever reason they are non-conforming 
uses and/or buildings. 

With respect to the non-conforming use status of each 
application, section 48-24 (B) (3) provides that if those 
uses are to be continued, the structure or building devoted 
to that use may be extended by not more than thirty (30%) 
percent. This would apply to both applications. 

As that section is written, however, it appears to require 
approval of the Zoning Board of Appeals for any such 
expansion. Further, certain criteria are set down for the 
action of the Zoning Board of Appeals in approving that 
expansion. These criteria are set forth in (a) through 
(e) of the Law. The references to the ZBA are contained in 
sub-paragraph (b) and in the first paragraph of (3) itself. 

With respect to the buildings themselves, section 48-25 B. 
allows for enlargement of a non-conforming building without 
limitation but places the provision that such "enlargement 
may not...increase the degree of...any...non-conformity". 
Since both applications appear to propose to decrease the 
set backs and lot area coverage, it appears that both 
applications would, if granted, increase that "non-conformity" 
thus ruling out the use of that section in these cases. 

In reviewing section 48-24, it seems that the intentions of 
the Town Board in enacting this law, and the safe-guarding 
of the community might be best served by an amendment to that 
law. With respect to section 48-24(B)(3), I suggest that all 
references to the "Board of Appeals" should be deleted and that 
a new sub-section (f) be added requiring that any such 
expansion of a non-conforming use require site plan approval 
of the Planning Board and authorizing that Planning Board 
specifically to consider the items ennumerated in the 
statute and further authorizing the Planning Board to 
disapprove a site plan which fails to satisfy any of these 



items or to attach such conditions or make such requirements 
as it deems necessary for the site plan to comply. With 
respect to the change of any non-conforming use as set forth 
in sections B (1) and (2) I suggest that those matters 
properly remain within the jurisdiction of the ZBA. Once a 
non-conforming use has been approve, however, it seems 
that the criteria set forth in sub-section (3) are criteria 
best addressed ty the Planning Board in the site plan 
approval process and that in that case requiring an 
additional application to the ZBA is wasteful of time, effort, 
expense and governmental resources and provides no additional 
protection to the community. 

As the law presently exists, however, it appears that a 
ZBA application will be necessary. 

If you have any questions concerning the above, please do 
not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

cc: Mark Edsall, P.E. 
Elias D. Grevas, L.S. 



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 

PLANNING BOARD 

DECEMBER 12, 1990 

MEMBERS PRESENT: CARL SCHIEPER, CHAIRMAN 

ALSO PRESENT: 

MR. SCHIEFER: 
of the Town of 

MR. SOUKUP: I' 
Noveiriber 14 th , 

MR. LANDER: I 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. McCarville 
Mr. Van Lee uwen 
Mr. Pagano 
Mr. Soukup 
Mr. Lander 
Mr. Dubaldi 
Mr. Schiefer 

HENRY VAN LEEUWEN 
JOHN PAGANO 
DAN MC CARVILLE 
VINCE SOUKUP 
CARMEN DUBALDI 
RON LA.NDER 

MICHAEL BABCOCK, BUILDING INSPECTOR 
MARK EDSALLf P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER 
ANDREW KRIEGER, ESO., PLANNING BOARD ATTV. ! 

I 
i 

j 
I'd like to call the recular ireetinc 
New Windsor Plannina Board to order. 

11 make a motion to accept the 
1990 minutes. 

will second it. ' 

Aye 
Aye 
Aye 
frye 
Aye 
Abstain 
Aye 



12-12-90 

TRADE AUTO SITE PLAN (7BA REFERRAL) - (90-4 7) WALSH AVENUE 

Mr. William Hildreth of Grevas «- Hildreth came before the 
Board representing this proposal. 

MR. HILDRETH: This was here at the last meetincr and 
there was some discussion about what to call this be
cause of the zoning question. It has a variance for a 
use but that variance did not imply any bulk restrictions 
and since we didn't have a place to pigeon hole it, we 
don't know what bulks to compare it with. Mr. Krieaer 
has written a letter that I believe went to Mr. Chairman. 
Did you get a chance to read this or— 

MR. SCHIEFER: No, I am just looking at it riaht now. 

MR. SOUKUP: Read it to the Board since none of us have 
a copy. 

MR. KRIEGER: I can summarize it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's five paces. | 
i 

MR. SOUKUP: I apologize, it's in the package, excuse j 
me. I'll review it, that's okav. I 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Where is this ciece of oroaertv? I 
! 

MR. HILDRETH: It's on !-?alsh Road. I 
i 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Who owns it? i I 
MR. HILDRETH: Art Glenn (phonetic), it's Trade Auto. ! 
it's an auto body. j 

i 

APPLICANT: It was J £ S Auto Eodv. ! 

MR. HILDRETH: Plager.o (phonetic) used to own it riaht 
next to Mid Hudson Oxygen. VJhat he wants to do is out 
a spray booth in the back, 760 square foot addition. 

MR. PAGANO: It's an addition? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Does he have enouoh s e t b a c k s ? 

MR. HILDRETH: That i s t h e whole thine?, we " d o n ' t know 
what t o app ly i t t o because t h e r e ' s n o t h i n g i n t h e 
zoning t h a t p e r m i t s t h e use b e c a u s e - -

- ->/ ;_ 
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MR. PAGANO: Do you meet all the regulations, the building 
itself? 

MR. HILDRETH: What regulations, all I have shown here 
is what is on the site because I don't know what to 
apply it to because it's not permitted in that zone. 
We have a variance for use but the Zoning Board back in 
1967 or '68 didn't apply any bulks at that time. 

MR. KRIEGER: They often don't. 

MR. HILDRETH: Rarely do they. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Do we have to go back to the Zoning 
Board of Appeals on this? 

MR. KRIEGER: Yes. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Let's turn it down and co to the 
Zoning Board of Appeals. 

MR. KRIEGER: My opinion covered three ooints. I'umber 
one, use the tables in a situation like this and I 
don't care whether it's a variance, you have a similar 
one that is a pre-existing nonconforming use. Vy 
first opinion is that it doesn't matter for the purposes 
I am going to describe it applies to both. It aoolies 
to each. Number one, the bulk tables should have three 
entries in it as opposed to the usual two. What is 
permitted in the zone, what exists with a note on the 
map as to why it exists that v.*ay and what is proposed 
so all he's got to do is add to there what is in the 
zone. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We can't approve it the wav it is, 
its got to go to the Zoning Board of Aooeals. 

MR. KRIEGER: I didn't get to that part yet. That is 
question one. What table does he use. Question two, 
the 30% expansion rule that normally apolies to variances 
you can go in and ask the Zonina Board of 7-opeals for 
permission to apply to expand UP to 3n% and it's a 
special, it's not a variance request, it's under that 
particular provision of the statute, I looked at the 
statute and it doesn't make any difference whether it 
is or isn't pre-existing nonconforming use. If it 
doesn't conform and you want to exoand, vou co to the 
Zoning Board of Appeals. 

The third question, setbacks and so forth, '-.'hen a 
Zoning Board approves a use particularlv it savs you 
can put that building there and they don't applv any 
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bulk tables. Then what they are doing is they are sayinq 
we approve that building and that lot with those setbacks. 
If you are going to go change it, you have to come back 
to us and change it so he's got to go to the Zoning Board 
unfortunately I think it's kind of, itmav be how should 
I say, unfortunately duplicative effort to oo to the 
Zoning Board on something that the Planning Board has 
to pass site plan approval anyway.but that's the wav the 
lav; is currently written. Until and unless it's changed, 
that is the way it's got to go. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion to approve it subject. 

MR. DUBALDI: I'll second it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded to 
approve it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

McCarville -
VanLeeuwen 
Soukup 
Pacrano 
Lander 
Dubaldi 
Schiefer 

Mo 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 

! 
t 
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OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
ORANGE COUNTY, NY 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: ^Or^l DATE:C?S <3AVJ )°\CI I 

APPLICANT: f&T &LHMM /$7~*8fi ±-**-*\ 
* — — _ _ „ f ^ £&Tu£Ai 

Li WALSH ME 
/VBU UlimOi. f).Y. I^T3 . 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED 2k OCT 13^0 

FOR (XBSKa'yaSaafixL- S I T E PLAN) 

LOCATED AT M/L77/E7KT S/DE lA/#LS?f J&. 
ZONE 

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: -̂  BLOCK: / LOT: £0 

SEE fiTTAO-fEU LET7EK-/W6A16 
FKDA1 F-£ /h7TD£f^E(r/ 

IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS: 

PLANNING^BOASE CHAIRMAN 



REQUIREMENTS 

ZONE -P X" USE 

MIN. LOT AREA 

MIN. LOT WIDTH 

REQ'D FRONT YD 

REQ'D SIDE YD. 

REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD. 

REQ'D REAR YD. 

REQ'D FRONTAGE 

MAX. BLDG. HT. 

FLOOR AREA RATIO 

MIN. LIVABLE AREA 

DEV. COVERAGE 

O/S PARKING SPACES 

PROPOSED OR 
AVAILABLE 

VARIANCE 
REQUEST 

/Kl5 

APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT; 
(914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD 
OF APPEALS. 

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, 

* 



# 

OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR 
ORANGE COUNTY, NY 

NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION APPLICATION 

PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: DATE: 

APPLICANT: _ ^ ^ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION DATED_ 

FOR (SUBDIVISION - SITE PLAN) 

LOCATED AT 

ZONE 

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING SITE: SEC: BLOCK: LOT: 

IS DISAPPROVED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS: 

-*ft* f 

PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN 



VARIANCE 

REQUIREMENTS AVAILABLE REQUEST 

ZONE p X USE A 15" 

MIN. LOT AREA ^f) f0OQ 1 L 3fl L c3 3 L 0 ^ 

MIN. LOT WIDTH 1 S'Q lOO !5Q 

REQ'D FRONT YD SO 

REQ'D SIDE YD. / Si 
REQ'D TOTAL SIDE YD. HO <£ L L> 1%* C( 

REQ'D REAR YD. < ^ Q 

REQ'D FRONTAGE /i/ A 

MAX. BLDG. HT. 

FLOOR AREA RATIO . W 
MIN. LIVABLE AREA A^ A 

DEV. COVERAGE 

O/S PARKING SPACES _ -

PROPOSED OR 
AVAILABLE 

It 2fl4 
loo 
51 ,IL 

hlM 
4 * . ?> 

t 

• 2H 
—. 

% 

APPLICANT IS TO PLEASE CONTACT THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AT: 
(914-565-8550) TO MAKE AN APPOINTMENT WITH THE ZONING BOARD 
OF APPEALS. 

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE 

* 
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TRADE AUTO SITE PLAN (ZBA REFERRAL) - (90-47) WALSH AVENUE 

Mr. William Hildreth of Grevas & Hildreth came before the 
Board representing this proposal. 

MR. HILDRETH: This was here at the last meetinq and 
there was some discussion about what to call this be
cause of the zoning question. It has a variance for a 
use but that variance did not imply any bulk restrictions 
and since we didn't have a place to pigeon hole it, we 
don't know what bulks to compare it with. Mr. Krieger 
has written a letter that I believe went to Mr. Chairman. 
Did you get a chance to read this or— 

MR. SCHIEFER: No, I am just looking at it right now. 

MR. SOUKUP: Read it to the Board since none of us have 
a copy. 

MR. KRIEGER: I can summarize it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: It's five pages. 

MR. SOUKUP: I apologize, it's in the package, excuse 
me. I'll review it, that's okay. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Where is this piece of property? 

MR. HILDRETH: It's on Walsh Road. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Who owns it? 

MR. HILDRETH: Art Glenn (phonetic), it's Trade Auto, 
it's an auto body. 

APPLICANT: It was J & S Auto Bodv. 

MR. HILDRETH: Plageno (phonetic) used to own it right 
next to Mid Hudson Oxygen. What he wants to do is put 
a spray booth in the back, 760 square foot addition. 

MR. PAGANO: It's an addition? 

MR. HILDRETH: Yes. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: Does he have enouah setbacks? 

MR. HILDRETH: That i s the whole t h i n g , we d o n ' t know 
what t o apply i t t o because t h e r e ' s nothing in the 
zoning t h a t permits the use because- -

-26-
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MR. PAGANO: Do you meet all the regulations, the building 
itself? 

MR. HILDRETH: What regulations, all I have shown here 
is what is on the site because I don't know what to 
apply it to because it's not permitted in that zone. 
We have a variance for use but the Zoning Board back in 
1967 or '68 didn't apply any bulks at that time. 

MR. KRIEGER: They often don't. 

MR. HILDRETH: Rarely do they. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Do we have to go back to the Zoning 
Board of Appeals on this? 

MR. KRIEGER: Yes. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: L e t ' s tu rn i t down and go to the 
Zoning Board of Appeals. 

MR. KRIEGER: My opinion covered three p o i n t s . Number 
one, use the t a b l e s in a s i t u a t i o n l i k e t h i s and I 
d o n ' t care whether i t ' s a va r iance , you have a s i m i l a r 
one t h a t i s a p r e - e x i s t i n g nonconforming use . My 
f i r s t opinion i s t h a t i t doesn ' t matter for the purposes 
I am going to desc r ibe i t appl ies to bo th . I t app l ies 
to each. Number one, the bulk tab les should have th ree 
e n t r i e s in i t as opposed to the usual two. What i s 
pe rmi t ted in the zone, what e x i s t s with a note on the 
map as t o why i t e x i s t s t h a t way and what i s proposed 
so a l l h e ' s got t o do i s add to there what i s i n the 
zone. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: We c a n ' t approve i t the wav i t i s , 
i t s got t o go to the Zoning Board of ApDeals. 

MR. KRIEGER: I d i d n ' t ge t to t h a t pa r t y e t . That i s 
ques t ion one. What t a b l e does he use . Question two, 
the 30% expansion r u l e t h a t normally appl ies t o var iances 
you can go in and ask the Zoning Board of Appeals for 
permiss ion t o apply t o expand up to 30% and i t ' s a 
s p e c i a l , i t ' s not a va r iance r eques t , i t ' s under t h a t 
p a r t i c u l a r p rov i s ion of the s t a t u t e , I looked a t the 
s t a t u t e and i t d o e s n ' t make any di f ference whether i t 
i s or i s n ' t p r e - e x i s t i n g nonconformincr u se . I f i t 
d o e s n ' t conform and you want t o expand, vou go t o the 
Zoning Board of Appeals . 

The t h i r d ques t ion , se tbacks and so f o r t h , when a 
Zoning Board approves a use p a r t i c u l a r l y i t says you 
can put t h a t b u i l d i n g t h e r e and they d o n ' t appiv any 
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bulk tables. Then what they are doing is they are saying 
we approve that building and that lot with those setbacks. 
If you are going to go change it, you have to come back 
to us and change it so he's got to go to the Zoning Board 
unfortunately I think it's kind of, it may be how should 
I say, unfortunately duplicative effort to go to the 
Zoning Board on something that the Planning Board has 
to pass site plan approval anyway but that's the way the 
law is currently written. Until and unless it's changed, 
that is the way it's got to go. 

MR. VAN LEEUWEN: I make a motion to approve it subject. 

MR. DUBALDI: I'll second it. 

MR. SCHIEFER: Motion has been made and seconded to 
approve it. 

ROLL CALL: 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

McCarville 
VanLeeuwen 
Soukup 
Pagano 
Lander 
Dubaldi 
Schiefer 

No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 
No 



AUG 13 '91 09:58 TOWN OFAl WINDSOR A P.2/2 

Department of Phoning 

124 bUttSfe** 
Oiifcin. N*w Y«* i o m 
(t!4) 2H4KISI 

t fchtrf J , 0*fWfflb Alffffy CtMMH'Ml 

ORAJIGE COUWTT DEPARTMENT OT PLAMBIBC 4 DEVELOTHEHT 
239 L, M or N Alport 

This proposed »cti<m i s being reviewed mm an aid in coordinating such action betve* 
and asioug governmental agencies by bringing pertinent inter-coeeunity and Countywide cot 
s i t era t ions to the attention of the Municipal agency having jur i sd ic t ion . 

Referred by T « « of N ~ wir*w ^ D P i D Heferenee ao.Nwr 18 91 M 

County IJ&, Be. 9 / 1 / 60 
A p p l i c a t t t ArtCl^nn 

Proposed Action: Area Variance - Bldg. Addition 

Sta te , County, Inter-Huaioipal Basis for 239 Baric* _ 

Cjiminta: There are no significant ioter-axaajnity or Cowtyvid* concerns to bring to your attention. 

Belated Reviews and Paredta 

County action: Local Determination XK Disapproved approved 

Approved subject to the following uodifications and/or conditional 



' V > * S.I 9 0 - 47 
^ t 7 fWl 

fcu - ( 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, SANITARY INSP 
D . O . T . , O . C . H . , O . C . P . , D .P .W. , VA«£f*4 SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

T h e maps and p l a n s f o r t h e S i t e A p p r o v a l 

a s s u b m i t t e d b y S u b d i v i s i o n i 

( - - toxics . ^ C j j ^ ' j c X ^ ^ f - Q , f o r t h e b u i l d i n g o r s u b d i v i s i o n o f 

* \ K~~<Sx/)CjQ V J I A A V ' O ; , hzs b e e n 

r e v i e w e d by me and i s a p p r o v e d 

^ p r o v e d 

J.f. r\ i sppnrowed;—o 1 ease—list—rea.-£"a.n r. 

HIGHW A r S UPERIXTZnDZKT 

WATER SUPERINTENDED 

SAN IT ARY SU?ERINTEKDENT 

DATE 

ec:M.B. 



INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TO: Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 30 July 1991 

SUBJECT: Trade Auto Site Plan 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-47 
DATED: 17 July 1991 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-91-057 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 30 July 1991. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 16 July 1991; Revision £. 

Robert F. Rodgers; C 
Fire Inspector 

RFR:mr 
Att. 

'M*£. 



JUL 1 T 1991 

9 0 - 47 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR*SAWITAKY IWSF 
D . O . T . , O . C . H . , O . C . P . , D . P . W . , WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM : 

The maps find plans for the Si te Approval 

Subdivision . - as submitted by 

(^ye.VPj^ £. V\v\og<?jVw' for the building or subdivis ion of 

\gp*W Aulo has been 

reviewed by me and i s approved 

disapproved 

If disapproved, p lease l i s t reason 

m p ^ l J u n CDKm)pateA "VrTTQinh SkiiietO 

HIGHwAr S UPZR1KTZKDEKT 

WATER SUPER! KTEKDEivT 

U K \ A | nq( \UK]/M 



JUL 1 7 Wl 

9 0 - 47 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, SANITARY INSP 
D.O.T., O.C.H., O.C.P., D.P.W., WATER, StifEf*, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and plans for the Site Approval 

Subdivision ' _as submitted by 

^ for the building or subdivision of 

- //&*&£ SYCT<5 z has been 

reviewed by me and is approved 

disapproved • 

If disapproved, please list reason 

HIGHW A r S UPERINTENDENT 

WATER SUPERIKTEKDZKT 

ec\H.e 



— 5T — "* •*» T U E • = * : & • * M C G O E Y . H B U S E R & E I I S A L L F» . 0 

':' ^!±^*n^fextransmi 

N£WWIN0dOn.-i«^. 

TELEPHONE (914; $62-6640 
PORTJERVJS (9l4)856-5eOO 

RECORD. QE. AEFEARARCE 

FUCMAWDO.MCGOEY.PE. 

WILLIAM J. HAUSER. PS. 

MAftKJ.£0$AlL,P.£. 

Ucw*d In Ntw York, 

TOWN OF y?ud U///n/tiwt> 

WORK SESSION DATE: /odz/vO 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: Ji/n 

PROJECT NAME: J/Md($/ &/<& 

P/B a 

APPLICANT RESUE. 
REQUIRED: , 

PROJECT STATUS: NEW ._j/ 

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: _ 

OLD 

X&# /AUieM 
t/ 

-zr 
TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG INS?. 

FIRE INSP. 
ENGINEER 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. 
OTHER (Specify) _ 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 

"/&^ci 

Ttftjdti/ 7Wft4<t*s 

-£.£.#, sygft^gflfl 

3MJE.r-9 



RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER. P.E. 
MARKJ.EDSALUP.E-

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL , . _ • * . v „ 
' Licensed in New York, 

C O N S U L T I N G E N G I N E E R S P . C . NewJersey.ndPennsylvania 

45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE (914)562-8640 
PORTJERVIS (914)856-5600 

PLANNING BQAEH HQBK SESSION oUj 
BEGQBR Q£ APPEARANCE f^> 

TOWN OF P/B # 

WORK SESSION DATE: %> ( (7 A )*)fO APPLICANT RESUB. 
7 / / REQUIRED: "t^ 7 / 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: „ '^^ ' u 'J 

PROJECT NAME: ^Xr{^Q ^^> 

PROJECT STATUS: NEW V ^ OLD 

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: ChiJ /ZfUttrt 

TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. _£_ 
FIRE INSP. K>ft>-
ENGINEER »=> 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. 
OTHER (Specify) 

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 

f: J " 
I/ULSLSL £P vf £*:< h 

v/r/- hi/He J^C&t- //stiSe'efl 
-—- - — j-? 7 — C.lc u / fat ^ . / ^ A / - - ' \ku2<l 

3MJE89 



McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. 
45 QUASSAICK AVE. (ROUTE 9W) 
NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12550 

TELEPHONE (914) 562-8640 
PORTJERVIS (914)856-5600 

PLANNING BOARD. HQRL ££££! 
BECQBfc QL APPEARANCE 

TOWN OF 

WORK SESSION DATE: 20 flbr mo 

RICHARD D. McGOEY. P.E. 
WILLIAM J. HAUSER. P.E. 
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. 

Licensed in New York, 
New Jersey and Pennsylvania 

fig^ 

P/B * 

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: 

PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT STATUS: 

APPLICANT^RESUB. 
REQUIRED 

OLD 

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: 

TOWN REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. V^T 
FIRE INSP. Vf 
ENGINEER X 
PLANNER 
P/B CHMN. 
OTHER (Specify) . 

ITEMS TO 3E ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL 

fyf'*,. jrotH* A 's-h>fc^-y*2 
?3---'TA~Q_ 

nSt 
(Op. tr j-harfc/HAM* UOA^IA- -palmM \fr>Ka*cc> 

(<?U~ VL/( fxQjzA! 7.&A r ^ 

3MJEB9 



Z**t*.+::r; 0 ~-y*\~ <=f ~ C / .O 

OCT 2 6 iMft r..*v 

9 0 - 4 7 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, SANITARY INSP«, 
D . O . T . , O .C .H. , O . C . P . , D .P .W. , W&&k, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: 

The maps and p l a n s f o r t h e S i t e Approval 

S u b d i v i s i o n as s u b m i t t e d b y 

v T ^ e i ^ s *- H^rVcXxCx--^. f o r t h e b u i l d i n g or s u b d i v i s i o n of 

T l r o i & a G u U ; : h a s b e e n 

r e v i e w e d by me and i s a p p r o v e d 

• I f d isapgro^ 'pr i , p l e a s e l i s t rcc.son~-

L £ / £ \ - s \ U K J C N IxJATVy < k y ^ A C A N -
\ 

0^Q/?s/y-^ 

KIGKW A Y SUPERINTZNDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SANITARY SUPERINTENDENT 

DATE 

CClM.B. 

file:///ukjCN
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• •••: OCT 2 6 « « > ^ 

9 0 - 47 

BUILDING INSPECTOR, PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER, FIRE INSPECTOR, 
D . O . T . , O . C . H . , O . C . P . , D . P . W . , WATER, SEWER, HIGHWAY, REVIEW 
FORM: . . 

$$i 

The maps and p l a n s f o r t h e S i t e Appx'oval ^^ 

Q n h d i v i s i o n a s s u b m i t t e d by 

(^aft&V/fr-^ Qrft& V\t\oEje|n f o r t h e b u i l d i n g o r s u b d i v i s i o n of 

ftn.<rSf> V A I I I I Q : : h a s b een 

reviewed by me and i s -approved, 

disapproved 

* If disapproved, please l i s t reason 

,Q rmnUwm V3 QOA\fV̂ >̂ eA ^"lextntw Q>uurt>; 

KIGHWAY SUPERINTZNDENT 

WATER SUPERINTENDENT 

SW&J3^Y-=SH££SIiaElfflD£ 

•^ DAjtE 

CC: M. £. 



TRADEA.PB 

INTER OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 

TOs Town Planning Board 

FROM: Town Fire Inspector 

DATE: 30 October 1990 

SUBJECTS Trade Auto Site Plan 

PLANNING BOARD REFERENCE NUMBER: PB-90-47 
DATED: E6 October 1990 

FIRE PREVENTION REFERENCE NUMBER: FPS-90-096 

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted 
on 30 October 1990. 

This site plan is acceptable. 

PLANS DATED: 26 October 1990. 

Robert F. Rodgers;^CCA 
Fire Inspector 

RR:mr 
Att. 

cciAf.e. 



OCT 26 1WG 

9 0 - 47 
Planning Board (This is a two-sided form) 
Town of New Windsor 
555 Union Avenue ' " * 
Mew Windsor, NY 12550 

Date Received 
Meeting Date. 
Public Hearing 
Action Date_ ] 
Fees Paid 

APPLICATION FOR SITE PLAN, EOT LUTB ClIAMSB 
OR CPBDIVTOION HiAM ATmOVAIi 

1 . Name of P r o j e c t TJ^Pfc? AuTV- <SiT& T^A*/ 

2 . Name of Applicant AfiTT Ql^yA/A/ Phone 5 f e 2 - $ > # 3 

Address &8 UJAL5AL AJ^MJUIT Ale>*fU(tios<ri<- A / v / fl£S3 
( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Post Off ice ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

3 . Owner of Record ^AMg Phone ^AM'C" 

Address S * / W ^ 

( S t r e e t No. & Name) (Post Off ice ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

4 . Person Preparing Planfflivas ftf"$*&/]!/* LG-j>& Phone &&2~ S6&>7 

Address 33 tfo*5$JHci£ 4v* Ajew WtrtOSefi- . A/'¥> /2&€3> 
( S t r e e t No. 6 Name) (Post Off ice ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

5 . Attorney ^ ^ Phone 

Addr e s s s ' 
( S t r e e t No.' & Name) (Post Of f i ce ) ( S t a t e ) (Zip) 

6 . Locat ion: On the Afo&TMe*5T s i d e of ViA^Sf^ fi>AO 
. *** _*- i i ^ ( S t r e e t ) 

l,O0O± feet Vlesi 
(D irec t ion) 

of_ JotfA/ S r^eer" 

10 

___ ( S t r e e t ) ~~r 

7. Acreage of Parce l 0*33 8 . Zoning D i s t r i c t r X -

9 . Tax Map D e s i g n a t i o n : S e c t i o n 7 Block / Lot (>0 

. This a p p l i c a t i o n i s f o r S/7S- f^^/nJ &ff£**+t~ - JH?£>/77oQ 

1 1 . Has the zoning Board of Appeals granted any var iance or a 
s p e c i a l permit concerning t h i s property? V^S 



If so, list Case No. and Name H0»o»K*toujO 
* Jo^-JS&Z-

12. List all contiguous holdings in the same ownership / A . ^ 
Section Block Lot (s) /yc'*'£-

Attached hereto is an affidavit of ownership indicating the dates 
the respective holdings of land [were acquired, together with the 
liber and page of each conveyance into the present owner as 
recorded in the Orange County Clerk's Office. This affidavit 
shall indicate the legal owner of the property, the contract 
owner of the property and the date the contract of sale was 
executed. ' | 

IN THE EVENT OP CORPORATE OWNERSHIP: A list of all 
directors, officers and stockholders of each corporation owning 
more than five percent (5%) of any class of stock must be 
attached. 

OWNER'S ENDORSEMENT 
(Completion required ONLY if applicable) 

COUNTY OP ORANGE 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
SS.: 

that he resides at. 
in the County of 

being duly sworn, deposes and says 

and State of 
and that he is (the owner in fee) of 

(Official Title) 
of the Corporation which is the Owner in fee of the premises 
described in the foregoing application and that he has authorized 

- to make the foregoing 
application for Special Use Approval as described herein. 

I HEREBY DEPOSE AND SAY THAT ALL THE ABOVE STATEMENTS AND 
INFORMATION, AND ALL STATEMENTS AND INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE 
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ATTACHED HERETO ARE TR( 

Sworn before me this 

day of 

Votary Publ: . i c 

RUTH J. EATON 
Notary Public, State of New York 

Qualified in Orange County 
No. 4673512 iQQx 

Commission Expires October 31, M (V 

wfJL 
(Owner*s Sigh 

(Applicant's Signature) 

<fa&/W*« 
REV. 3-87 



• WKWECAD. NUMBER I 617.21 S E Q R 

Jfe Appendix C A Q A . 
^ Stat* Environmental Quallt™ev!ew * 7 1 / " 4 7 

SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM ^ 
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only OCT 2 6 »9o 

PART I—PROJECT INFORMATION (To be completed by Applicant or Project sponsor) 
1. APPUCANT/SPONSOR 

£* / l / 
3. PROJECT LOCATION, OJECT LOCATION^-- f \ f /) Jt 

Muntolpaltty / ^ J ^ ̂  Al&M VJlMQ&it- County U#As/&<? 

4. PRECISE LOCATION (Straat addraaa and road IntaraacMona, promlnant landmark* ate* or provWa map) 

Af60r7t€437~- &/*>& of- \*/A^$# &>+O, hOoo'+ w&sr or JOA/M ^red&7~~ 

/ UT bo • 
5. IS PROPOSED ACTION: 

0 N t w D Expansion D Modiricatlon/altaratlon 

6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY: 760 Sq.Pr* M>ofT70K) TO St/ST?**? 4-UTV#\ori\/e 

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTEO: - **j2 
InlUally &* 3& acraa Ultlmataly acraa 

8. WILL PROPOSEDACfnON COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS? 

D Y a . 0 N o II No. d a * * . * brlafly p^-£X>5TJAS6- U>6A)~ £0»FOIWHJ* ^ 5 < f 

». WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN ViaNrTY O^PROJECT? /" 
B Raaldantlal Olnduatrlal EjCommarclal DAerioultura D Park/ForaatfOpan apaca 0 0 t h 
Daacrlba: / 

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL. OR FUNDING. NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL, 
STATEOR LOCAL)? 

0 Y a a O N O If yaa, Kal agancyfa) and parmlt/approvala 

A W * Of M&AJ WfXO*^ Z*M*6~ 0O*&£> ^ Mffi&M-Z 

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VAUD PERMIT OR APPROVAL? 

0 Y a a D N O It yfta, llat agancy nama and parmlUapproval ""fo^tf c f /J&W {/J/hiP^C (?0WtJ(r 

12. AS A RESULT OF/PROPOSEO ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION? 
DYaa 0No • . 

I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE « TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 

Applk^Vapoi-or J M . ' APT , <j?fY#fl/ . Date 2<^^^h (W 

Signature ( _ ^ , ^ f c y , ^ , r ^ 

If the action la In the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the 
CoastalAssessment Form before proceeding with this assessment 

OVER 
1 



PART M—s.s v :aONMENTA!. ASSESSMENT (To be oomple'.oa by Agency) 

i inn n I'II in in i HI mi inn i ii ^ B mi nun nun mi I <iu mi ill ll i«i n flfcinii im wliiii i I mi lln Mill I M 
Ovee D N O 

B. WILL ACTION R&OVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS FROV1DEO K>A UNUSTEO ACTONS IN 6 NYOfW, PART 6173? If No,« negative dSOtaraSM 
may bo tup«fMdod by anothf Involved agency. 

D Y M ONO 
C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Anewer* may be handwritten, M leoJMft) 

C I . Exlatlne air quality, aurfaca or groundwater Quality or quantity, notes levels, extetlog tmjfto patterns, to ld watts production or disposal 
potential (or erosion, drainage or Hooding problems? Explain briefly: 

C2. Aaathetlo, agricultural, archaeologfcai, historic, or olhar natural or cultural raaourosa; or oommuntty or neighborhood ohtracter? Explain briefly. 

C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shellfish or wildlife speciee, significant habltata, or thraatanad or andangarad species? Explain briefly: 

C4. A c»mnwjnlty,s existing plans or goals as officially a 

C6. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be Induoed by the propoaad aotlon? Explain briefly. 

CO. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not identified In C1-C6? .Explain briefly. 

C7. Other Impacts (including changes in use of elthor quantity or type of energy)? Explain brlafly. 

D. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVtRONMENTAL IMPACTS? 
D Y M D N O . If Yes, explain brlafly 

PART 111-DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency) 

INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect Identified above, determine whether It la substantial, largo, important or otherwlaa algolfJcanL 
Each effect should be assessed In connection with Its (a) setting (La, urban or rurat); ("jj probability of occurring; (o) duration; (d) 
Irreversibility; (e) geographic scope; and (0 magnitude. If necessary, add attachments or eference supporting matsffals. Ensure that 
explanations contain sufficient detail to show that all relevant adverse Impacts have bean Identified and adequately addreaaed. 

D Check this box if you have Identified one or more potentially large or significant adverse Impacts which MAY 
occur. Then proceed directly to the FULL EAF and/or prepare a positive declaration. 

D Check this box if you have determined, based on the Information and analysis above and any supporting 
documentation, that the proposed action WILL NOT result in any significant adverse environmental Impacts 
AND provide on attachments as necessary, the reasons supporting this determination: 

Trim or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency ' Title of fteapoaslile Officer. 

Sleaature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency SsjMhJW of fteparer (II tflWajont too* tespoaslbfe oWcsg" 



OCT 26 mo 

9 0 - 47 

• for submittal to the 

TOWN_OF_NEW_WINDSOR_P LANNING _BO ARD 

- — . — — _ . -"-*, -75— -r deposes and says that he 

resides at ej^±jgly^^_^J^J^7t^J^u)£^3 
(Owner's Address) 

in the County of 

and State of /&&-)&££ . _. 

and that he i s the owner in fee of IA)C f^Af ZZecpOAJ 7 

PLOCt I L*J^J&2 

which i s the premises described in the foregoing application and 

that he has authorized<^£V/f5 f Mu>£€W ,4*5y r°<^ 

to make the foregoing application as described therein. 

y 
Date: ^ 6clM Fffc) '/^t^~^ 

--• (Owner *sL Signature) 

(Witness* Signature) 



OCT 2 6 1890 

9 0 - 47 
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD 

SITE PLAN CHECKLIST 
ITEM 

l._«/y6ite Plan Title 
2. •/Applicant's Name(s) 
3._j7^Applicant' s Address(es) 
4._^Asite Plan Preparer's Name 
5. i/y£ite Plan Preparer's Address 
6.7j7*̂ Drawing and Revision Dates 
7._<7_4"x2M Box for Approval 

Stamp. 
8.__AREA MAP INSET 
9. •^glte Designation 

10. ^Properties Within 500 Feet 
of Site 

11///^Property Owners (Item #10) 

12 . J>LOT PLAN 
1 3 . j A S c a l e ( 1 " = 50 ' o r l e s s e r ) 
14 . • Q f e t e s and Bounds 
15._i7^Zoning D e s i g n a t i o n 
16. f/^North Arrow 17-lZAbu 
1 8 . _ ^ _ E x i s t i n g B u i l d i n g L o c a t i o n s 

[bu t t i ng P r o p e r t y Owners 

2 9 . / / ^ C u r b i n g Loca t i ons 
3Q./ffiTcurbing Through 

j S e c t i o n 
31./fA Catch Bas in Loca t i ons 
32 . tf/ACatch Bas in Through 

/ S e c t i o n 
33.>^yf Storm Dra inage 
34 .y jkRefuse S t o r a g e 
3 5 . 2 ^ Other Outdoor S to rage 
36 . ji/A Area L i g h t i n g 
37.2ffiTSanitary Disposa l Sys . 

38.jyA Water S u p p l y / F i r e 
' / S y d r a n t s 

39. iXjBuilding Locations 
40. ̂ /Building Setbacks 
41.J}/A Front Building 

' Elevations 
42 .tf/A- Divisions of Occupancy 
43.A//A Sign Details 
44.__BULK TABLE INSET 
45. • property Area (Nearest 

/l00 sq. ft.) 
46. • Building Coverage (sq. 

/ft.) 
47. • Building Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
48. Pavement Coverage (Sq. 

Ft.) 
49. Pavement Coverage (% 

of Total Area) 
50. Open Space (Sq. Ft.) 
51. Open Space (% of Total 

. Area) 
52.fit/A No. of Parking Spaces 
Proposed. 

53.A^4 No. of Parking 
Required. 

This list is provided as a guide only and is for the convenience 
of the Applicant. The Town of New Windsor Planning Board may 
require additional notes or revisions prior to granting approval. 

PREPARER•S ACKNOWLEDGEMENT: 
The Site Plan has been prepared in accordance with this checklist 
and the Town of New Windsor Ordinances, to the best, 
knowledge. 

By: (AJULUJU^ &* Alil/Jj*Jll £•*-
Licensed 

Rev. 3-87 

19 m_y Existing Paved Areas 
20 v^J^Existing Vegetation 
21. \/ Existing Access & Egress 

PROPOSEP IMPROVEMENTS 
Landscaping 
Exterior Lighting 
Screening 
Access & Egress 
Parking Areas 
Loading Areas 
Paving Details 
(Items 25-27) 



B ULK TABLE (PI ZONE A-IS) 

AJCEA 

N/r 
H.C DAVIS BOILER WORKS 

L 2781.328 

FPCNT 
yAtZD 

SO9 

tceAC 
V*£D 
20* 

51C& 
YACO 

IS/AO* 

LOT 
viicsru 
)€T)* 

STCEET 
W&A/T/&£ 

A/A 

PU>OG. LOT vev. 
ABBA coV£eA&G 
0.(* N/A 

S3J8-3BfS"£; +*.f6 

Jc£aOJ&Z>; 40,000 S,F SO' 
r*LO VIDEO : lb,51b XF, £73(0 AS*?, J,S'/Zt.(0 

Mi AS. LlKIAScE 
A&EA 
N/A 

JtX>> d.ZA 

NOTE! 7&0 S.F A-DDlT/tiA/ Z£r£-£5£A/T3 A Z4'/* IAJCC£AS£ IN Fi&0& A&&A 

ma PPOP&ZTY WAS &&ANT£D A use VA&AA/CG FOAZ AN Aorz tsooy 
SNQP SV T>l£ ZdM/A& B6A&Q OF APPEALS <DN 1°) JCIN£ l*>&7 

TU£ TOWN 6F NSW W/ND50Z ZONING SOAED OF APPEALS) FOLLOWING A PUBLIC 
HEAKIAJS ON Z+ JUA/£ M/ (CASE NO. <?/-*'), S£ANTED VARIANCES FOft LOTAf2tAy 

LOT WIDTH AMD SIDE XA£0 SETBACK. 

N/r 
AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS INC 
(MID-HUDSON OXYGEN SUPPLY) 

LJ05S P. 16 

N/T 
HORAN 

L.3057 P. 78 

ASSUMED ROAD LINE 

EDGE OP PAYMENT 

145 

DEE0*-6X79* 

*l 

ROAD 
t-

SUR\IEY*64.&3' 

& 

DEED-€6. 76' 

S 

$URVEY^65.&1 

O f i * u O i O f 1 z t d a d d i t i o n o r * l t t r * t t o n t o t h i f t y I *r* 1 * * v i o l a t i o n 
o4 toction 720V <2> 0+ ttot N . y . S . E d u c a t i o n L*w. 

ZsOCATIOM J^JLAAT 

A/0T£5: 
/. BEIA/& A DEVELOPMENT Of lAVOl SMOWN AM THE 7DU/N OF MEN W/NDSOE 

TAX MAPS 45 SECTIOAJ 3 BLOCK J LOT CO. 

2. ZOA/E: r 1 

3, PROPOSED U3e: 5P£Ay 300TN 

4. OWM&z/AFPUCANT ; A/cT SL/A/AJ 
&8 WAL3H ZDAD 
lM£\N WlA/DSOJL, AI,Y. ICSTB 

£ WAT££, 5UPPLY AND 
5AA/TAt?y 5EWAS£ DI5P05AL .' Th\NAJ QF NEW WWQJOJC 

4, TkIS PLAN RESULTED FEQAA A FIELD SUZWr/ P£ICFOJ£A4EO ONOBUl THE 
5UF(?£-V/S/0N OF 7V£ : NOEL'S/&AJ£0. AA/JD COMPLETE*; ON 7 SSPTEMS&C /WO 

APPROVED BY M 
BUREAU OF FIRE PREVENTION 

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR. N. 

WIL, frIUi, V/ SIGNATURE— 

PLANNING BOARD ARRRO^AL. 

SlTE PLAN APPROVAL GRANTFD 

^TTowToT NEW WINDSOR PLANNlNfi BOARD 

BY 
KONALD LANDER 

SECREIAB* 

PL. 3H # ^0-47 
•••• mmmmmmmmm 

LAND 5U»VEV0Ktf 
P C 

HIBM • ii mSFlw 

*fe^k 
m 

M7gB DOjCMPnON 

ty m\ 5////V / Wltti, rA* l Q 

ADDED ZbA AVFWht* 

' 

PLAN rm; 

\ 

7\RAI?A AUTO 
Tom <* m-w *«&*< 
fifr 1 i w / l * Q M 

20 

tb No; yt-

OKANVt VffJjNTY m 

S/TS HI. AN 

* - » • 9 0 - 47 


